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Figure 17. Comparison of model simulations
(Wang et al., 2002) with undrained *
triaxial test results on Toyoura
sand having void ratio of 0.833
(Verdugo and Ishihara, 1996)
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Figure 18. Comparison of model simulation
with post-liquefaction deformation
test results (Wang and Dafalias,
2002)
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Figure 15. Stress histories for Pacoima Dam
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Figure 16. Stress histories for Morrow Point Dam
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Figure 11. Boundary of stress- strain curves
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Figure 12. Working stress (linear, elastic) zone
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Figure 1. Overburden correction factor (Cy) for
clean sands based on Salgado et al. (1997b).
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Figure 2. Critical state lines from Bolton’s
(1986) Igp relation and the definition of state
parameter.
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Figure 3. CRR versus &g for reconstituted
specimens of Fraser Delta sand: Test data by
Vaid & Sivathayalan (1996) for Dy of 31, 40,

59, & 72% and o,, /P, 0of 0.5, 1, 2, & 4.
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Figure 4. Comparison of K, relations with data

from reconstituted Fraser Delta sand specimens

(Vaid and Sivathayalan 1996) and various field
samples (Seed and Harder 1990).
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